
One of your critics has rmarked that ~Ehtve New World* must irave scar& 
yau even mare than ;lour readera. irating ;'irat been obliged to spend an: real 
thought on ths details of the future by the mission of a remnt synrposium 
in London, I found myself more deeply fXghtened by the ipmediacg of develop- 
mmts In human Xology than I could have thought possible. It was i~:~ssi~le 
to 5udgs in thla field without bumping Into a I-Iuxley, Julfan, ALio~s, or 
T.F!.'s shade -- on the hole, X foun,i Aldousts biology ttie mat pmmastve. 
S%!brhaps 'I should qual'.,"jF that, since Revisited lacks the clarity about euphen!cs 
that Brave New World inspIred. (At least thl.8 is the one nalvancew Wat yw 
too put out of i&d "for a long tim to cornea). I%6 dys~jhmi.zs of thalidonide lb 
show that l..abietl don't have to co;ne out of bottles T’or the ?rac?.ice of .!evelo?- 
mental control. 
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I could not, wrl.te th5s paper without thinking how mch more effective your 
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own work ha8 ‘mm end tr&$t be -- and T hope you till rcacogniae and accept t5c 
aaknowled&ien~s ti;at are implicit In it, You know very well w?at a ;nuddle -t-": 
scfenoa can ::ake. But, howww fararhl. ti;e oonsequames of ph~~sic8.l wwer, at 
least Rurrlan nature has until now b@en left rwasonably constant. The h:x:Bnis:: 
we all aeak will be Tar aore dlusiva when we can no longer c!elfneate We ?er- 
somlity we hope to defend. 

Tfii~ l&ter crvuld only b8 vritten by a Ihfe-long adn5rer; if tkis does not 
deter you1 and e)otAQ aonversation on the the?rte could l.ntsrest you, 1 would it8 
happy to find the occasion. 
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